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David Yett i

1038 Gans Street \\
Lake Oswego, OR 97034 \ -

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

In the Tate 19305 the Hermann Goering Institute in Berlin, a front for internal
security services of the Cerman Reich, distinguished itself with the ¢laim that
they could tap any telephone in Cermany on very short notice. It appears to me
that this proposal is nothing less than our own, homegrown version, of this
same horror. Yes. horrar. Because the experience of ages proves that once such
powers are assumed by governmant, they will invariable by turned against the
very people that they were supposed to protect. Want proof —— just take a
cursory lTook at the way ¢ivil forfeiture is being routinely applied today.

I do not believe the proposed requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws
already require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to
allow the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these
existing powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems
around government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent eof the government
requiring all new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look
through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries faor how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phane companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communications, Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bean successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

bDavid Yett
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Wilbur Franklin

1021 Bryan Street
Tilden, I1linois 62292

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement i5 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companiess to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build jts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lTook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Wilbur Franklin
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Gregory Schnifepp

3016 Elliington Circdle
Nashville., TN 37211

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell;

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

The original text on the web site that is forwarding this mail to you was far
too conciliatory. So I have replaced it completely. The laws should be
changed to do the OPPOSITE of what Attorney Ceneral John Ashcroft wants. Not
only should it be nearly impossible to get permission for wiretaps. but
industry should be encouraged to create new technologies that CaN T BE TAPPED.
When people have power they will abuse it if not now, then later. The whole
concept of SECRET monitoring is against the principles upon which this country
was founded. This country is being turned into the kind of police state from
which the founding fathers fought to free themselves. The wisdom of Ben
Franklin

"They that can give up essential liberty to obtain a 1ittle temporary
safety deserve neither liberty nor safety." [2]
—Benjamin Franklin, Historical Review of Pennsylvania.

falls on the deaf ears of the frightened or power—hungry.

Furthermore, no one - not the Attorney General, not the Recording Industry, not
Congress should be dictating limitations on technological advances. It is
appropriate far the government to protect the rights of others from being
violated by those who use technology for nefarious ends, but not to prohibit er
castrate technological advances.

Sincerely,

Cregory Dale Schniepp
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1 Country lane
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe thi1s reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to logk through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can caollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Burt Trattner
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Peggy Moore

5559 Cactus Circle
Spring Hi11, FL 34606

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

wWashington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Pawell:

As a <oncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephaone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
hew homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts tao provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sudggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing yaur thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Peggy Moore
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Gregory Catalone
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Palmerton, PA 18071

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, OC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositton to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the goverpnment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-majil. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoar access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gregory Catalaone
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Don Quyton

84 Laurelwood Drive
Hopedale, MA 01747

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
rew homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Don Guyton
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Duane Snow

3518 Humble
Midland, Texas 79707

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Pawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government regquiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement te look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information bhetween sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persenal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this saort of backdonor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous sucgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Duane Show — Disabled Advocate
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1913 W. Cornelia
Chicago, IL B0BS7?

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be bhuilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agepts te access our personal commupications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technclogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Plunkett
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Thomas Kummer
1649 North Vernon \\\

Dearborn, MI 48128

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gqovernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBT s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and

only created a rich opportunity For hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Thomas Kummer
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Titlamogk, QR 37141

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

fis a concerned individual, I am writing tao express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

This requirement is not necessary because longstanding laws already exists
which reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to
allow the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these
existing powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems
around government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government
requiring all new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look
through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Conaress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

James Lawrence



Michael VYakell
4253 Prado Dr.
Boulder, CO 80303

March 1%, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBEI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the govermment requiring al?
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look thraough.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michael Yokell, Ph.D.




Fri 26 Mar 2004 DI'I:23.32 PM EST P 2
Christine Senecal

327 East Burd Street
Shippensbhurg , PA 17257

March 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition te the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going Far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sour<es 1ike e-mail. The fBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Christine Senecal
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Pamela Norton

812 York St.
vallejo, CA 94590

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commission
445 t2th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Poweil:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatijons. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sudgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping,

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Pamela Norton
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Ian Seymour

748 Oakland Ave SE
Atlanta, GA 30315

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice 5 reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to 1ook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone ¢ompanies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ian Fletcher Strain-Seymour
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Coleton Paskert

2020 E. Broadway Rd.
tempe, Ar B5282

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
qovernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal cammunications. pPast
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Coleton Paskert
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Angela Hawkins

2424 Drusilla Lane, HB9
Baton Rouge, LA 70809

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt 15 the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal ¢ommunications, the
ggvernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even roque government agents to access our personal communications, pPast
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

on¢ce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Angela Hawkins
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Mha Atma S Khalsa

1936 Crest Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90035

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatiaons Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
rew homes be built with a peephale for Yaw enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to atter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerocus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Or. Mha Atma § Khalsa
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David Sperlin

901 W. Newport
Chicago, IL G0GS7

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phaone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBl s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David S. Sperling
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Jade Grace

6433 NE 202nd St.
Kenmore, WA 38028

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a <oncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

Longstanding laws already require Internet Service Providers and Internet
telephone companies to allow the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going
far beyond these exi1sting powers by trying to force the industry to actually
build its systems around government eavesdropping.

By reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the government wcould
create the very real potential for hackers and thieves or even rogue
government agents to access our persaonal communications. Past efforts to
provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and anly
created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerogus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jade Grace
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Heather Orn

1557 Marcia Drive
Rantoul, IL 61866

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 412%h Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary, Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telaphone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you toc oppose the dangeraus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thouahts on this matter.

Sinceraly,

Heather L. Orn
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Mar¢ Baher

FO Bax 5008
Eugene, OR 37409

March 139, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to loek through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet <ommunication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Marc Baber
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Yoseph Xane

1524 Wolff St.
Racine, WI 53402

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatian services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

The FBI is going far beyond these existing powers hy trying to force the
industry to actually build its systems around government eavesdropping. I do
not believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding Jaws already require
Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow the FBI to
conduct surveillance. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all new
homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

T am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to aur personal communicatiens, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you toc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Joseph Kane
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36 Ptarmigan Loop )
logan, Utah 84321 L

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powel]:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required ta have built-in wiretapping access.

I da not bhelieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Intarnet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to asctually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring alt
new homes be built with & peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone ¢ompanies and data
sources lTike er-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication techncologies should have built—in

wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter in writing at your
earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

JP Spicer-Escalante, your canstituent
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Meghan Pinyan

9 Hazelnut
Irvine, Ca 92614

March tR, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicaticns Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Poawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this recuirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to c<onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring al)
new homes be built with 2 peephale for iaw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once agajn, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Meghan Pinyan
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Jeff Bouman
131 East Water Street .

Syracuse, NY 13202

March 18, 2004

FCC Chajirman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole fer law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading ¢f the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey S. Bouman

-
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Ann Gleasom

114 Commonwealth Avenue
Boston, MA& 02116

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel}
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have huilt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually builg its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an <ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail., The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communi<ations, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor ac<cess have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

On<e again, I urge vyou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ann Gleason
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Matt Johnston

413 Max"s Loap
Hood River, OR 37031

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Straet SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdsopping. It is the aquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement ta look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatioens, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoer access have not bheen successfdul and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Matthew Johnston

-
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Rueben Thompson

S5408-4 Bell Street, Suite 120
Amarillo, Texas 79109

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBL is gaing far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the govermment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persenal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persgnal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have builf-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Rueben B. Thompsaon
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- “Nell Thomas
1103 Kingfisher
Beeville, Texas 78102

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing toc express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue goverpment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Nell Thomas
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Walter Littleton

324 Baker Blvd. # F-13
Richland Hills, TX 75118

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell: !

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. GLongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <¢onduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually huild its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. iawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phane companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-=in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing yaur thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Walter M. Littletan
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Robert L. Holland 0565
445 Pleasant Avenue /01"’

Astoria, OR 97103

March 18, 2004 RECE'VED

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street SW APR 6 2004
Washington, DC 20554 Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Sesrstary

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have buitt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s agqressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to ac<cess ogur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cehly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to aoppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Robert L. Holland, MD, PhD
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FCC Chairman Michael Powell chmmmm.
Federal Communications Commissian Offica of the Seg mlm“
443 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554
FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going Far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. Tt is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haow
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
spurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
evEen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
ohly created a rich opportunity faor hackers,

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

michael simonet




